
Concepts/Ideas/Proposals Under Discussion  

   

Work Group Concept Presenter 

   

Buildings Housing weatherization Julia Kelley, ORNL 

 Zero-energy homes Tim Dimick, SACE 

 Low-income housing energy efficiency Madeline Rogero, City Community Development 

 Integrated maintenance Pat Mulligan, QE2 

 LEED for city buildings Beth Eason, USGBC 

 Green Power Switch - focus on downtown Susan Edwards, KUB 

 Expand participation in existing TVA/KUB programs Jim Keiffer, TVA 

 Explore DOE's Solar Cities grant program Gil Melear-Hough, SACE 

   

Transportation / Land Use City fleet efficiency Mark Kolander, City Fleet Division 

 Transit-oriented development Amy Brooks, TPO 

 KAT fleet emission reductions Cindy McGinnis, KAT 

 Smart Trips program - expand participation Kelley Segars, TPO 

 Increase use of alternative fuels Jonathan Overly, ETCDC 

 Tree planting - carbon sequestration Ellen Zavisca, TPO 

 City anti-idling policy & education Madeleine Weil, City Policy & Communications 

   

Waste / Recycling CCB waste audit methods & results Sarah Surak, UT Facilities 

 Increase recycling rate in City-County Building Darrell Shepard, PBA 

 Increase recycling at city-sponsored special events Madeleine Weil, City Policy & Communications 

 Apartment building recycling "How-To" Guide Katie Swick or Mike Reynolds, Knoxville Recycling Coalition 

 Reusable cups for the CCB coffee shop Sarah Surak, UT Facilities 

 Downtown restaurant recycling & waste reduction Madeleine Weil, City Policy & Communications 

  Environmentally preferable procurement policy Madeleine Weil, City Policy & Communications 

   

Items in bold will reduce City Government energy consumption / emissions.  
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